r, 1939 
939 
r, 1939 


b, 1949 
rr. 1948 


g. 1948 
parent 
r. The 
, 1960 
oa 
olerate 
ote: 

10t let 
roared. 
t right 
r Coun: 


propa: 
d, per! 
-i-Com: 





> exact 
camps 
r, with: 
yuMans 
of the 


. Za 


» 233 


LO 


27, 1% 





the 


WEEKLY CRUSADER 


Vol. 1, No. 15 February 3, 1961 : 4 yt 














The WEEKLY CRUSADER is published weekly by 
Christian Crusade, Tulsa 2, Oklahoma. Dr. Billy 
James Hargis, Editor-In-Chief; Ken Swanson, Man- 
aging Editor; Major General C. A. Willoughby, USA 
Ret., Washington Representative. Subscription Rate: 
$10.00 annually. 











THE TWO FACES OF THE 
NATIONAL COUNCIL OF CHURCHES 


The fate of 29 missionaries, arrested by Congolese troops while seeking to leave the Congo’s 
rebel-held Kivu province, became the concern of dedicated Christians across the nation on Sunday, Jan- 
uary 16, 1961. Worshipers, about to leave for church services, were shocked by the news reported by 
radio and T.V. newscasters. Pastors called for special prayer on behalf of the missionaries and many 
serious minded youth re-assessed the meaning of “dedication” and being an “ambassador of Christ.” 


The Tulsa World, Jan. 17, 1961, reported that “The six missionaries, their wives and 17 chil- 
dren were reported put into Congolese army trucks and driven to Bukavu, the provincial capital now 
run by followers of deposed Premier Patrice Lumumba. 


“Their six station wagons and trucks, carrying all their personal possessions were driven away 
by the Congolese.” The article went on to state that, though the missionaries had passes, the Congo 
troops refused to recognize them. 


It is significant that this particular incident happened in the area controlled by Lumumba and his 
followers. Lumumba has proved beyond doubt that he is, at the least, a tool of the Kremlin. In typical 
Communist fashion, Congo troops refused to accept legal authority of another government, confiscated 
the missionaries’ personal property and placed them under arrest. The incident was strangely reminis- 
cent of the Belgian disaster in August 1960 when native Congolese soldiers unleashed an orgy of terror 
and rape on Belgian citizens in the Congo. Khrushchev praised the rioting soldiers and said it was 
“shameful” for the Belgians to send in soldiers to protect their people. 


Christian Foundations Eroded 


Rev. Eugene Carson Blake, in his Proposal Toward The Reunion of Christ’s Church before the 
National Council of Churches’ triennial convention in San Francisco, gave the following as one of 
the reasons favorable to the merger: 

“And this is a time when the United States of America finds itself at a pinnacle of world power and 


leadership — needing for herself and the whole free world, that kind of spiritual vision and inspiration that 
only the church of Jesus Christ, renewed and reunited, can give. Our culture, our civilization, our world leader- 





ship are under the materialistic threat of Marxist Com- 
munism. But our culture becomes increasingly secular, our 
civilization becomes increasingly decadent, and our world 
leadership becomes increasingly confused precisely because 
their Christian foundations are undermined and eroded. 
And our divided churches, all more and more sectarian in 
fact, are all therefore less and less Christian in influence.” 

In view of the above statement, and the fact that 
Rev. Blake is a past president of the National Council 
of Churches, the most logical group to become vocal 
and intervene on behalf of the missionaries is the Na- 
tional Council of Churches. Their effective lobbying 
machinery in Washington, plus the multitudinous com- 
mittees supposedly established for the welfare of the 
church, would be expected to raise a storm of protest 
— much as they did in the Air Force Manual contro- 
versy. However, statements and releases were con- 
spicuous in their absence. To our knowledge, the 
National Council of Churches took no recognition of 
the injustice perpetrated upon the 29 missionaries. The 
National Council of Churches, claiming to speak for 
40,000,000 Protestants, is the more silent on matters 
of vital interest to church people and blatently out- 
spoken for many proposals rejected by their constituent 
body. 

NCC Foreign Aid Program 

What then has the NCC been doing in its numer- 
ous committees and departments? The Tulsa World, 
Dec. 11, 1960, outlined some of the action taken by 
the nation’s largest religious organization at the San 
Francisco triennial convention. The article said they 
adopted a $15,704,400 budget for 1961, including 
$2,365,000 for shipping surplus food and other aid to 
needy areas overseas. 

Taken by itself, this budget would indicate that 
the National Council of Churches is doing its share 
of missionary work overseas. However, the Work- 
book for the Fifth General Assembly of the NCC 
shows how the NCC, through its overseas arm Church 
World Service, allotted money and materials to overseas 
nations during the period 1957-1959. The report shows 
that the NCC leaders, who are so concerned with the 
virility of the Protestant church in the U.S., chose to 
send more assistance to Communist Yugoslavia than 
any other nation in the world. In fact, Yugoslavia re- 
cieved almost twice as much assistance as any other 
country in Europe. In the over-all expenditures, close 
to 25% of the allotment of cash and goods went to 
Yugoslavia. Communist Poland also received substan- 
tial aid. It seems uncanny that a group claiming to 
have the Christian church’s best interest at heart, will 
ignore the opportunity to intercede on behalf of Chris- 
tian missionaries but will invest vast amounts of money 
in governments and nations totally antagonistic to 
Christian principals. 

NCC Racial Agitation 
The San Francisco Convention also praised the 
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clergymen and citizens of New Orleans who have up- 
held the “worth of every individual, without regard to 
race or color” in the face of “rising hysteria and mob 
violence” against school integration. 


Two units of the National Council of Churches — 
The Division of Racial Minorities and the Division of 
Christian Citizenship — prepared a 7000 word “brief” 
in support of the sit-down demonstration which were 
declared “appropriate” at the NCC meeting last April. 
The Council also recommended the “brief” be given 
“serious consideration and study” by the church mem- 
bership. Strength for the NCC support of the sét-ims and 
sit-downs is in the statement from the “brief” that 
“Christian teaching supports the right of civil disobedt- 
ence in certain circumstances.” The statement is found: 
ed upon a paragraph contained in a pastoral letter of 
the House of Bishops, 1958. The paragraph reads: | 


“It is only for the gravest and clearest principle of 
conscience relating to a serious moral issue that one may) 
contemplate disobedience. And, because all order is a 
stake, such disobedience can only be justified when it ig 
based on a higher ethical principal than the law represents.”| 


The informed are well aware that the Communist) 
conspiracy has fostered and nurtured racial strife in 
the U.S. and across the world. As far back as May 3, 
1929, the Communists were told in The International 
Press Correspondence, a Communist publication, that 
“The struggle of the black toiling masses . . . in Africa,’ 
America, the world over are links in the chain of the 
world revolutionary struggle.” 


The NCC leaders, by condoning civil disobedience 
in the guise of moral and ethical principle, are further-) 
ing the Communist racial agitation program and are? 
promoting a false standard of conduct as that which is 
representative of Christian teaching. 


NCC Approves “Reform Struggles” 


Another “action” reportedly taken at the recent 
NCC conclave was to “urge support for reform strug- 
gles in backward areas.” This followed a “comprehen- 
sive report from foreign missionaries charging Ameri-| 
can apathy to oppression in other lands (which) con- 
tributed to Communist inroads in Cuba and elsewhere.” 
The idea that poverty fosters Communism has no 
foundation in fact and is a part of the standard Com- 
munist line. 


As late as December 11, 1960, after our own gov- 
ernment had declared that the Castro government was 
Communist controlled, the NCC report on Cuba ex- 
pressed doubt as to Castro’s position. The Charleston, 
S.C. News and Courier carried the following news item 
on Dec. 11: 


“The National Council of Churches, which pretends 
to speak for 40 million Protestants, has joined the list of 
(See “COUNCIL” Page 8) 
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HUNGARY — A RUSSIAN COLONY 


In 1945 the Russians occupied Hungary, removed 
everything of value and impoverished the country. Later 
on they ostensibly aided Hungary by supplying it with 
loans and raw materials but in such a restricted way as 
to make the country dependent on Soviet Russia polit- 
ically and economically. 


Hungary was factually incorporated into the Soviet 
Russian economic system; its production “gwotas’”’ were 
fixed by Soviet Russia, the entire Hungarian raw ma- 
terial reserves were systematically exploited and the 
country’s industry was used to serve the purposes of 
Russia’s world-conquest economic and military plan and 
policy. 

All this could, of course, only be achieved with the 
connivance of a central Government which had been 
chosen not by the Hungarian people but by Soviet 
Russian despotism. 


From 1945 onward, Soviet Russia actually “colo- 
nized” Hungary; and Hungary’s national economy be- 
came a Russian “market-economy.” 


1) Hungary's agriculture was collectivized. The 
farmers were deprived of their private property in order 
to prevent any possible resistance on their part, which 
if it had involved politics, might have had unpleasant 
consequences for the Russians. 


A survey of the “kolkhoz” (Collectives) war against 
the farmers, published in the Hungarian Communist 
paper “Tarsadalmi Het” (July 1960), caused a transi- 
tory stir in the world press. The article describes how 
the farmers were forced to accept the “kolkhoz system” 
allegedly of their own free will under the patently 
phony slogan — “The land belongs to us and we are 
working for ourselves!” The land, in fact, is absorbed by 
the State! 


The Russians resorted to force, ruthless terrorism, 
high taxes and other restrictions in order to deal with 
those farmers who still possessed private property. If 
these measures failed to achieve the desired result, the 
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farmers in question were beaten and tortured in many 
dreadful ways until eventually their personal resistance 
was broken. 


2) Hungary's industry, too, and its production of raw 
materials, which has been strictly fixed in quotas by 
Soviet Russia, likewise serve Soviet Russian purposes. 
The latter measure has been introduced by force and 
is unnatural and dangerous because it is equal to ex- 
ploiting to the full Hungary’s natural reserves and re- 
ducing them ruthlessly. 


Hungary’s uranium deposits are of considerable im- 
portance to the European and also to the Eurasian 
world. These, too, have been seized and today consti- 
tute Russia’s largest raw material basis for its atomic 
strength, that is, for its ultimate nuclear policy. 


3) Hungary’s fuel basis has been changed from 
Hungarian coal to Soviet oil. For this purpose, a pipe- 
line 2,500 miles in length, is being built from Kuiby- 
shev to Hungary and is to be completed by 1962. At 
the same time, an oil refinery is being erected on a site 
of 800 acres near Ercsi (Hungary). It is to receive 
3 million tons of Russian oil per year. As a result of 
this transfer from coal to oil, one billion kilowatts of 
electricity is expected to be made available for indus- 
trial purposes in Hungary. 


Thus, from 1962 onward, Hungary will be incor- 
porated in the Soviet Russian power system and in this 
way will be permanently linked up with Soviet Russia’s 
national economy. 


4) Not only Hungary’s industry, agriculture and 
raw materials production are being colonized, but also 
its spiritual and intellectual values, such as inventions, 
etc. —a fact which the Russians themselves have cor- 
roborated. After the 13th session of the “Hungarian- 
Russian Technical Committee,” Moscow affirmed: “We 
have been able to use valuable Hungarian technical in- 
ventions and experience in various branches of the 
Soviet national economy.” 

(See “HUNGARY” Page 6) 








Atlas in the White House: 1961-64 


(Continued from Last Week) 
Neutralism and the US Taxpayer 


India, which had become an independent member 
of the British Commonwealth only a few months be- 
fore, adopted “Titoism” as a measure promising profits 
both financial and economic. Indonesia, Ceylon and 
Burma, three disciples of Nehru, also adopted what, 
by then, had acquired the euphonious title of “New- 
tralism.” All of them did well by it, at the expense of 
the American taxpayer. Since then, there have been 
other initiates, from the United Arab Republic to the 
recently orphaned central African states — Ghana, 
Guinea, the Congo, etc. “Newutralism,” as opposed to 
outright Communism or Democracy, has proved to be 
an excellent bait. But it should be pointed out that 
Moscow has gotten much the best of the business, being 
smart enough to promise but too smart to pay. This, 
they have left to Uncle Sam. If Moscow were to have 
the burden of supporting the Neutralists instead of 
Washington, there would be no collapse of the Capital- 
ism that Khrushchev threatened to bury. It is far more 
likely that the Soviet system would be the system col- 
lapsing and the West could easily afford to shed a 
crocodile tear at the obsequies. This, however, is only a 
dream. Moscow would not be so foolish. The Russians 
have learned one of history’s oldest lessons: the friend- 
ship of nations cannot be bought. 


The Rift in the Communist Lute 


Another lesson of history ignored by the United 
States is the ancient “divide and conquer.” The Unit- 
ed States has only two avowed enemies — The Soviet 
Union and Red China. There are, of course, minor 
hostile governments, such as those of Cuba, Ghana 
and Ecuador, but their peoples are not inimical nor 
are their governments important enough by themselves 
to cause alarm. Nevertheless, even they must be taken 
into careful consideration and their trouble-making 
Capacities accurately appraised and provided against. 


While the Castros and Sekoue Toures and N’Khru- 
mas are, whatever their personal intentions, compara- 
tively transitory and are frequently succeeded by rivals 
who profess and often practice, diametrically opposite 
philosophies, the Soviet Union and Communist China 
represent carefully organized systems wherein succession 
to power follows along rigidly outlined paths. In such 
cases, it becomes dangerous folly to cherish any faith 
that revolutionary changes will ensue upon the death 
of a leader. To a degree, this took place in the U.S.S.R. 
when Stalin died and gave way to a Malenkov who was 
far less inclined to further conquest than to the con- 
solidation of the Communist Party within the U.S.S.R. 
and so paved the way for the tentative “thaw” in the 


Page 4 


Cold War that came to an unlooked-for climax with 
revolts in East Germany, Poland and Hungary and 
substituted Nikita Khrushchev. If Khrushchev should 
die suddenly, his successors would undoubtedly be 
pledged to the same policies, just as those who might 
take the leadership in Peking would be sworn to the 
policies of Mao. Thus the long-range strategy of the 
incoming Administration must base its planning upon 
a continuity of enemy programs, dedicated to the sub- 
jection of ruination of the systems defended by the 
West, however aware it may be that discontent bubbles 
below the surface in both totalitarian states. Instead of 
allowing the growth of self-delusion with the hopes of 
internal revolutions in both countries, policy formers 
must know that among the populations of totalitarian 
states, such revolutions can achieve success only in time 
of great internal chaos, and even then only when the 
army itself is in revolt. Neither in Russia nor in China 
is there such a thing as an armed civil population. 


Diplomacy versus War 


But if the outlook for so fortuitous a solution is 
dark, there are gleams of light if there is competent 
statecraft. There is the age-old formula of “Divide and 
Conquer,” and China and Russia are probably the most 
susceptible pair for such an operation since the in- 
credible alliance between Stalin and Hitler — an alli- 
ance which was undertaken merely to secure definite 
advantages to both contracting parties and automatical- 
ly ceased to exist after their joint partition of Poland, 
thereafter giving way to the burgeoning hostility that 
eventually led to war. 


The background of Sino-Russian relations is too 
long a business to recount here, but it began in the 
18th century when Russian expansion toward the 
Pacific removed, bit by bit, territories which had been 
under Chinese (Manchu) sovereignty. In the period 
following the Boxer Rebellion, Russia and Japan— 
and in lesser roles, western European nations — did 
their best to tear continental China to bits. After 1918, 
when Red Russia, still weak from the revolution, no 
longer threatened but Japan’s menace grew, the Com- 
munists infiltrated several Chinese governments, com- 
mencing with that of Sun Yat-sen and even aiding 
Chiang Kai-shek at the beginning of his ambitious 
career. This, however, was done not so much to aid 
China as to injure Japan, and this the Chinese knew. 
Soon, however, both Japan and Russia were contribut- 
ing to the arming and financing of selected Chinese 
war-lords, each of whom had made territorial promises 
to his own backers. Thus Japan, who had not been 
allowed by the West to expand into Russian-occupied 
Manchuria and Siberia, attempted to do the next best 
thing by preventing Russian development of those areas: 
As one Chinese government followed another and 
Russia slowly recovered a national cohesion, an unde- 
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clared war broke out between Japanese and Russian 
forces in Manchuria, each accusing the other of inva- 
sion. Japan’s outright invasion of China and its setting 
up of a puppet Manchurian government (Manchukuo) 
stimulated Russia’s attention on that part of China’s 
former territory as well as neighboring Mongolia. In 
this fashion, Communist Russia continued the expan- 
sionist policy of Tsars, but neither rival for China’s 
lands bothered to pretend that their interests were un- 
selfish any longer. Thus, when Chiang Kai-shek finally 
achieved a loose control of what was left of the old 
Manchu Empire, he had two outright enemies — Russia 
and Japan. Unfortunately, Chiang was never able to 
exercise his authority throughout China and even in 
such parts of the country which accepted him, his popu- 
larity was never very high. In 1936, when he smashed 
a revolt in Yunnan, he ignored the old Chinese custom 
of assimilating the men of a defeated army and so 
helped to create the nucleus of the so-called Yenan 
Government, a Communist puppet which remained 
intact, fighting both Japanese and Chiang’s forces dur- 
ing the years of the Japanese invasion. This was Mao 
Tse-tung’s school and when Chiang was unable to re- 
organize China after the defeat of Japan, Mao had 
better administrators and a battle-hardened army to 
drive Chiang into Formosa where, at the expense of 
American taxpayers, he has remained since 1948. 


So much for a thumb-nail history. Mao and the 
Peking regime emerged as China’s government under the 
aegis of Stalin. When MacArthur’s counterattack on 
the Red Korean forces threatened to kill the movement, 
Mao followed Moscow’s orders and dispatched an army 
of “volunteers” to reinforce the North Koreans, a job 
they did nicely by throwing in overwhelming numbers 
of men. By 1952, it was no longer a war between North 
Korean and R.O.K. forces, but one between Mao’s Red 
China and the United States. What took place in 1953 
was called an “armistice” by Washington but this fooled 
no one in Asia. They knew that Mao had won his war. 


But Mao, now chief of a nation as large and even 
more populous than the Soviet Union, refused puppet- 
hood after his victory. Unlike Tito, he could expect no 
help from Washington, and he had the problem of 
consolidating China still before him, so he continued 
to be Moscow’s loyal vassal. 


Meanwhile, remembering the old Manchu proverb 
to the effect that “he who holds Manchuria rules 
China,” Mao commenced to undermine Moscow’s hold 
on that vast and rich province. He knew that Man- 
churia was necessary to Russia and to Russia’s eastern 
maritime provinces, and also that Russia would not 
easily be persuaded to relinquish it. About the same 
time, he commenced the development of Sinkiang to 
the south of Manchuria and between China and the 
Soviet Union. Sinkiang had poor communications and 
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not much in the way of agriculture, but it was amazing- 
ly rich in mineral wealth, even producing radioactive 
materials such as uranium in large quantities. Obviously, 
Sinkiang had to be protected, even from the Soviet 
Union, for there was a long unresolved frontier between 
Sinkiang’s western extremity and the U.S.S.R. Accord- 
ingly, Mao again attacked Tibet and absorbed it as a 
former province. It was particularly valuable to China 
since Tibet for almost a century had been the object 
of Anglo-Russian scheming and the lines separating 
Tibet and Russian political control were clearly marked. 
Having secured his southwestern frontier, Mao pro- 
ceeded to sabotage as much of the Russian develop- 
ment program as he could between Mongolia, north- 
west of Sinkiang, through Manchuria, to Siberia’s Mari- 
time Province. For a time this became so serious that 
Vyacheslav Molotov was detached from his Moscow 
desk and “exiled” to Mongolia. There is no telling 
what or how much of it he managed to accomplish but 
the fact that Mao is now talking of making his own 
atomic weapons seems to indicate that his success, if any, 
was minor. 


Behind all the “red-herrings’” of so-called ideological 
differences existing between Peking and Moscow, there 
is the cold reality that Mao intends to make China a 
nation powerful enough to rival the Soviet Union, at 
least in Asia. This would entail the vital necessity of 
retaking Manchuria — and Mongolia as well — out of 
Soviet hands. After twelve years of ruling continental 
China, Mao must believe that the time is coming near 
when he can tell Moscow where to head in. This is a 
situation which no Moscow government could accept. 
Manchuria and Mongolia, in the pocket of a strong 
Chinese government, would inevitably mean the loss 
of Vladivostok and the rest of the eastern provinces, 
Russia’s only outlet on the Pacific. 


Thus, there is before us the means of furthering 
potential schism between Moscow and Peking. It would 
demand a skillful manipulation of opportunities — a 
sort of fishing in muddied waters. If it failed, conditions 
might be a little worsened, but it is hard to see how 
they could become much worse than they are. 


If we succeed in driving a wedge between the 
Peking-Moscow partners, the Soviet Union would be 
too busy with its Peking rival to pay much attention to 
what went on in the western world. But it would re- 
quire a brand and caliber of statesmanship and free- 
dom of action by competently Machiavellian diplomat- 
ists which has never before appeared, nor has been nec- 
essary in this country. 


Meanwhile, the shreds of an incompetent foreign 
policy are showering everywhere in front of us. No one 
any longer pays the remotest attention to the Balkan 
Pact. The Baghdad Pact has fallen apart; SEATO is 
riddled with holes and NATO is coming apart at the 
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seams. Even the United Nations faces bankruptcy — 
financially and politically — over the Belgian Govern- 
ment’s readiness to accede to its allies demand and 
allow independence to shed its luster on the Congo. 

Elsewhere, Indonesia — one of our creations — has 
withdrawn its forces from the U.N. Congo emergency 
force because it preferred an insane Lumumba to more 
or less responsible government of other Congolese lead- 
ers. Israel, another Anglo-American creation, continues 
to be the cancer inflaming the Arab states — previously 
unanimously pro-American — against us so that the 
United Arab Republic’s Nasser, now practically a 
prisoner of his own army-group, is the African mouth- 
piece for the Soviet Union. On December 12th, a joint 
declaration of the U.A.R. and Indonesian Governments 
states that they were withdrawing their forces from the 
U.N. Congo group “because of U.N. interference” with 
the Lumumba “government.” 


In continental Asia, Peking, on December 8th wel- 
comed increased understanding and co-operation be- 
tween Red China and Japanese Socialists (now with 
145 seats in the Lower House); Viet Nam is in revolt 
against a pro-Western leadership; Cambodia’s Prince 
Noodom Sihanouk, now again Chief of State, com- 
pleted his dutiful pilgrimage to Moscow by issuing a 
joint declaration (with the U.S.S.R.) endorsing unre- 
servedly all Communist claims in Asia and then headed 
for Peking lest this be misunderstood by the Chinese 
Communists. And in Laos, the Communist Kong Le 
has made an (abortive) bid to take over a state which, 
like Cambodia, adjoins Thailand, the rice-bowl of south 
Asia and the one ally left to the West in that area. 


There are other problems ahead of the White 
House, but why go on? The daily press is full of them. 
But the above will offer some indication of the magni- 
tude and the delicacy of the multitude of grave prob- 
lems to be solved satisfactorily without precipitating a 
conflict that could quickly get so far out of bounds that 
there would be no stopping it this side of catastrophe. 





Cuba: Teaching the Young 
To Hate Americans 


The techniques of Communist brainwashing are 
now generally understood and appreciated. They start 
with the young! Perhaps all dictatorial Governments of 
every hue have caught on to the process. Reports from 
Havana indicate that Castro works even faster than 
other Communist stooges. His “agrarian reforms” (con- 
fiscation of foreign-owned sugar plantations) took only 
about a year. The “naturalization” of property in East 
European satellites is reaching completion — but took 
10-15 years of cautious approach to finally tighten the 
thumbscrews. Castro’s “education reforms” are equally 
abrupt, brutal and brazen. We quote some sample edu- 
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cational classics from Havana’s public school system 
in the era of Fidel Castro and Che Guevara: 


Havana, June 6— The teacher stood before a third 

grade class in a Havana public school. 

“What did José Marti do?” she asked. ; 

A boy of 8 raised his hand eagerly and the teacher gave § 
him permission to speak. “José Marti freed Cuba from the’ 
Spaniards,” he said. 

“And what did Fidel Castro do?” the teacher asked. 

“Fidel freed Cuba from the United States, which seized” 
all our land,” the boy said triumphantly. 

That was the correct answer. The lesson went on. 

What happened on February 15, 1898? 

A tiny girl raised her hand and gave her answer in a! 
thin voice. “The United States blew up the Maine so they 
could intervene in Cuba,” she parroted. 

Thus the hate campaign against the United States’ 
goes on among the children and teenagers of Cuba,’ 
The Castro regime is bending every effort to capture 
the minds of youth. 

The pattern of training is similar to that used by 
many totalitarian governments. It includes indoctrina- 
tion in schools, on radio, television and in the press; 
military training from 7 years of age; a hate campaign, | 
this time directed against the United States; the or- 
ganization of work brigades of boys from 14 to 18; the 
meetings and fiestas, all with a political purpose. 

The Castro (Red) Government calculates that once 
the youth of Cuba is indoctrinated with hatred toward 
the United States the relations between the two coun-| 
tries will be permanently damaged. 





“HUNGARY” 


5) The whole world knows that Hungary four 
years ago rose up in revolt against these Soviet Russian | 
colonial aims and with the greatest sacrifice attempted 
the fight for its freedom and peace. And it is likewise’ 
a known fact that the Russians subsequently re-estab- 
lished their colonial power in Hungary with the aid of 
Tanks and mongoloid troop units. 

The Hungarian government was taken over by the 
Soviet-Russian governor Janos Kadar who, during the 
revolution of 1956, refused to allow the secretary- 
general of the U.N. to enter Hungary. In spite of this’ 
fact, however, Kadar took part in the recent session of 
the U.N. and “in the name of the Hungarian people” 
supported the independence of the Congo, an attitude 
which is inconsistent with his own actions. 

— (Gen. F. Farkas de Kisbarnak) 


EDITOR’S NOTE: General de Kisbarnak is a frequent contributor | 
to the “A B N Correspondence,’ the official monthly organ of the 
“Anti-Bolshevik Bloc of Nations,’ Muenchen 8 Zeppelin Str. 67, 
Germany. We are in amicable editorial relations with the President 
of this organization Dr. Jaroslaw Stetzko, acknowledged leader of the 
Ukrainian expellee groups and former Prime Minister of the short- 
lived Ukrainian Republic (1941). Dr. Stetzko’s organization is one 
of the very few reliable sources of information from behind the 
Iron Curtain. 7 


(Continued from Page 3) 
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Much Talk — But No Answers 


In view of the article on the National Council of 
Churches found elsewhere in this issue and the volumi- 
nous other exposures made by Christian Crusade, it is 
not at all surprising that the NCC and its constituent 
pastors would seek to defend themselves or attempt to 
belittle the evidence against them. Such an attempt 
was made by a Christian Church pastor in Tulsa and 
was reported to the Tulsa World Sunday, January 23, 
1961. As is typical of the NCC apologists, much clever 
semantics are engaged in —but the answers to specific 
charges are not given. 


The newspaper account said the pastor “spoke out 
strongly from his pulpit Sunday in defense of the 
National Council of Churches, and against its oppon- 
ents, ‘the organizations that keep pouring their poison 
into the streams of communication in our nation.’ 


“His sermon, ‘Communism, the Churches and 
Christianity,’ was occasioned, he told his congregation, 
by the publicity given the National Council after the 
Air Force manual disclosure and the ‘veritable avalanche 
of discussion in our local press of an issue arising from 
the NCC Assembly in San Francisco in December.’” 


NCC Members Speak Out 


The “veritable avalanche” mentioned by the clergy- 
man is really the flood of letters received by the Tulsa 
World in response to an editorial exposing the NCC 
proposal that the U.S. subordinate its will to that of 
the United Nations. Letters received by the Wor/d were 
about a dozen to one against the NCC proposal. A good 
share of the letters were from members of NCC 
churches who were indignant that NCC leaders would 
dare to pass off such proposals as the wishes of its 
members. 


The NCC apologist then suggested that those who 
expose the NCC socialist, collectivist, one church, one 
world policy are really the ones who are helping Com- 
munism. This is the usual locution employed by de- 
ceiving clerics who cannot and will not face the facts 
and honestly answer them. 


Dr. Roy G. Ross, General Secretary of the NCC, 
coined the attitude in his pamphlet What About The 
National Council of Churches? This is what he said: 


“Among the loudest, if unconscious supporters of Com- 
munism in America today are a handful of hate-mongering, 
dissident persons who are devoting their lives to the under- 
mining of the churches and their regularly constituted 
agencies. Lately the decisive and slanderous attacks of this 
handful of church destroyers were mysteriously insinuated 
into official training manuals of . . . the United States Air 
Force. . . . Those who would destroy our churches and 
weaken our democratic society, to the delight of the Com- 
munists everywhere, persist in spreading their poison. . . .” 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER 


If those who censure the NCC do so to the delight of 
the Communists, it is strange that the Communists 
themselves jumped to the defense of the National Coun- 
cil in the Air Force manual controversy. The February 
28, 1960 Worker carried an article entitled Army At- 
tack on Clergy Traced To Pro-Fascists. The informed 
know that, in Communist parlance, Pro-Fascist really 
means anti-Communist. 


Suspicion and Distrust? 


The article in the Worker suggested that the state- 
ment that Communists had infiltrated our churches 
had as its intent ‘to create suspicion about every pastor 
in the country” and that the manual “seeks to create 
distrust of the Bible.” 


It is unthinkable that the Communists, who them- 
selves have said that religion is the opiate of the people, 
would have any concern for “suspicion” relating to 
pastors or “distrust” of the Bible. The ¢ruth is that the 
liberal, conniving pastors of the NCC are a vital force 
in socializing America and the Communists will release 
a barrage of propaganda to protect their cohorts. 


The Worker went on to inform its Communist 
readers that these anti-Communist groups were “parties 
to a plot to destroy the National Council of Churches,” 
and that the House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties was active in the “plot.” Why should the Com- 
munists be so concerned with a “plot” to destroy the 
NCC if that group is as militantly opposed to Com- 
munism as the double-talking NCC clergymen claim it 
to be? If the NCC was in any way anti-Communist it 
would be smeared and villified by the Communist press 
and the left-wing element in the public news field. 


Advocate Surrender To Reds 
The Worker also indicated clearly one area in 
which the NCC is of vital service to the conspiracy. 
Here is what they said: 
“These arrogant characters (the Air Force officials) 
. were happy to have the clergy smeared with a phony 
Communist label. Like the rest of the Pentagon, they are 


afraid of what many pastors are saying about the need 
for H-bomb bans, disarmament, peace . . .” 


The reason the Communists jumped to the defense 
of the National Council is because the Council has 
done such an effective job of pushing the Communist 
peace offensive to disarm and destroy the United States. 
The Communists never hesitate to let their party mem- 
bers know where their interests lie. 


In the November 30, 1958 Worker the headlines 
screamed 38 Million Protestants Tell Ike: Recognize 
China. The article dealt with the Fifth Order Study 
Conference of the NCC in Cleveland, 1958. Ignoring 
the fact that the inhumane Red Chinese regime has 
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broken up millions of Chinese families and placed 
the men, women and children in ant-like communes, 
the NCC leaders recommended that we diplomatically 
recognize this satanic government. Since this is one of 
the major goals of the Communists, they were delighted 
with the NCC’s support. 


Oppose Congressional Committees 


A “Letter to Presbyterians” adopted by the General 
Council of the General Assembly of the Northern Pres- 
byterian Church on October 21, 1953, also brought joy 
into the Communist camp. The letter, believed to be 
authored by Dr. John A. Mackay —a NCC leader, 
reviled Congressional Committees exposing Commun- 
ism with the following: 


“Favored by an atmosphere of intense disquiet and 
suspicion, a subtle but potent assault upon basic human 
rights is now in progress. Some Congressional inquiries 
have revealed a distinct tendency to become inquisitions .. .” 


Without naming Communism, the letter went on 
to say: 


“Ideas are on the march, forces are abroad, whose time 
has come. They cannot be repressed and they will bring 
unjust orders to an end. In the world of today all forms 
of feudalism, for example, are foredoomed. So too are all 
types of imperialism. The real question is how to solve 
the problems presented by these two forms of outmoded 
society in such a way that the transition to a better order 
will be gradual and constructive.” 


What could be clearer than this picture of the suc- 
cess of Communism and the call to surrender to it? 
Communism is not the problem according to this let- 
ter! The problem is getting reactionary patriots in 
America and elsewhere to peacefully surrender to what 
the NCC wants as inevitable — Socialism (Commun- 
ism). 


Ignoring the fact that the Bible says, “have no 
fellowship with the unfruitful works of darkness, but 
rather reprove them,“ the letter urges “Let us always 
be ready to meet around the conference table with 
the rulers of Communist countries. . . . In this connec- 
tion such an organization as the United Nations is in 
harmony with the principles of God’s moral govern- 
ment.” 


This is undoubtedly what the Tulsa pastor (and 
other NCC apologists) meant when he said of groups 
like Christian Crusade: “They do not believe in pro- 
gressive Christianity. . . .” 


No, we don’t. And judging by the opposition the 
NCC is receiving from its members, a great share of 
them do not believe in it either. 


“In the final choice, a soldier’s pack is not as heavy 
as a prisoner’s chains.” . . . Dwight Eisenhower 
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“COUNCIL” 


apologists for Fidel Castro. The NCC report on Cuba, based 
on findings by Dr. Howard W. Yoder, of New York, de- 
clared that “social revolution was long overdue in Cuba.” 


(Continued from Page 2) 


“The report also stated that the fact that Castro took over 
land without paying for it, that he is hostile to American 
capital, does not make him a Communist. 


“Even if Fidel Castro’s government were not in the 
Red camp, and it is by its own declaration, Dr. Yoder 
should be concerned about the theft of American property. 
He displayed no such concern. Haven't Dr. Yoder and the 
other NCC churchmen heard the injunction; ‘Thou shalt 
not steal?’ ” 


NCC Employs Revolutionists 


One of the key evangelists for the NCC’s Commit- 
tee On Cooperation in Latin America is Rev. Cecilio Ar- 
ristia. He is employed by the CCLA “as its consultant 
on evangelism and evangelist for the churches of Latin 
America.” Heraldo Christiano (Christian Herald), 
monthly organ of the Presbyterian Church of Cuba, 
May 1959, carried on its front cover a picture of Fidel 
Castro. Arristia was lauded in the same publication in 
the following terms: 


“Behold the preacher of the Revolution and of the 26th 
of July Movement in lands of Spanish America. The man 
dedicated to the task of taking throughout the Latin Ameri- 
can continent the message of the Revolution. He is an un- 
tiring worker of the silent, but effective clandestine work. 
Presbyterian minister, Secretary of Evangelism of the Com- 
mittee of Cooperation in Latin America, as he carried the 
message of the great work of Dr. Castro and his triumphant 
hosts. Eminent theologian, eloquent speaker and pastor of 
souls, Rev. Arristia has a page in our Revolutionary History 
which is well engraved and shining. . . . From the first in- 
stance he gave his support to the 26th of July Movement 
that Fidel Castro directed. He served as a secret messenger 
of the rebel forces. Personally he took $10,000 to Castro 
in Feb. 1956 when Castro was still in Mexico. This parcel 
was given to him by another Presbyterian minister, Rev. 
Rafael Cepeda, who was Treasurer of the Rebel Movement.” 


It is obvious that the “reform struggles” in other 
lands are receiving ardent support from the National 
Council of Churches. 





Additional WEEKLY CRUSADERS Available 


This issue of the WEEKLY CRUSADER contains vital 
information of special interest to every member of Na- 
tional Council of Churches affiliated churches. Order 
additional copies of this issue and distribute them 
through men’s and women’s groups, church societies, etc. 


1 to 10 copies $ .25 each 
11 to 50 copies -20 each 
51 and over -15 each 

Order TODAY . . . From: 


Christian Crusade - Tulsa 2, Oklahoma 
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